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permanent but is such that any medi-
cal improvement in the annuitant’s im-
pairment(s) cannot be accurately pre-
dicted, the Board will review the annu-
itant’s continuing eligibility for dis-
ability benefits at least once every 3
years. If the annuitant’s disability is
considered permanent, the Board will
review the annuitant’s continuing eli-
gibility for benefits no less frequently
than once every 7 years but no more
frequently than once every 5 years. Re-
gardless of the annuitant’s classifica-
tion, the Board will conduct an imme-
diate continuing disability review if a
question of continuing disability is
raised pursuant to paragraph (b) of this
section.

(e) Change in classification of impair-
ment. If the evidence developed during
a continuing disability review dem-
onstrates that the annuitant’s impair-
ment has improved, is expected to im-
prove, or has worsened since the last
review, the Board may reclassify the
annuitant’s impairment to reflect this
change in severity. A change in the
classification of the annuitant’s im-
pairment will change the frequency
with which the Board will review the
case. The Board may also reclassify
certain impairments because of im-
proved tests, treatment, and other
technical advances concerning those
impairments.

(f) Review after administrative appeal.
If the annuitant was found eligible to
receive or to continue to receive dis-
ability benefits on the basis of a deci-
sion by a hearings officer, the three-
member Board or a Federal court, the
agency will not conduct a continuing
disability review earlier than 3 years
after that decision unless the annu-
itant’s case should be scheduled for a
medical improvement expected or vo-
cational reexamination diary review or
a question of continuing disability is
raised pursuant to paragraph (b) of this
section.

(g) Waiver of timeframes. All cases in-
volving a nonpermanent impairment
will be reviewed by the Board at least
once every 3 years unless the Board de-
termines that the requirements should
be waived to ensure that only the ap-
propriate number of cases are reviewed.
The appropriate number of cases to be
reviewed is to be based on such consid-

erations as the backlog of pending re-
views, the projected number of new ap-
plications, and projected staffing lev-
els. Therefore, an annuitant’s continu-
ing disability review may be delayed
longer than 3 years following the
Board’s original decision or other re-
view under certain circumstances.
Such a delay would be based on the
Board’s need to ensure that backlogs,
and new disability claims workloads
are accomplished within available med-
ical and other resources and that such
reviews are done carefully and accu-
rately.

§ 220.187 If the annuitant’s medical re-
covery was expected and the annu-
itant returned to work.

If the annuitant’s impairment was
expected to improve and the annuitant
returned to full-time work with no sig-
nificant medical limitations and ac-
knowledges that medical improvement
has occurred, the Board may find that
the annuitant’s disability ended in the
month he or she returned to work. Un-
less there is evidence showing that the
annuitant’s disability has not ended,
the Board will use the medical and
other evidence already in the annu-
itant’s file and the fact that he or she
has returned to full-time work without
significant limitations to determine
that the annuitant is no longer dis-
abled. (If the annuitant’s impairment
is not expected to improve, the Board
will not ordinarily review his or her
claim until the end of the trial work
period, as described in § 220.170.)

Example: Evidence obtained during the
processing of the annuitant’s claim showed
that the annuitant had an impairment that
was expected to improve about 18 months
after the annuitant’s disability began. The
Board, therefore, told the annuitant that his
or her claim would be reviewed again at that
time. However, before the time arrived for
the annuitant’s scheduled medical reexam-
ination, the annuitant told the Board that he
or she had returned to work and the annu-
itant’s impairment had improved. The Board
investigated immediately and found that, in
the 16th month after the annuitant’s began,
the annuitant returned to full-time work
without any significant medical restrictions.
Therefore, the Board would find that the an-
nuitant’s disability ended in the first month
the annuitant returned to full-time work.
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